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U.S. Application No. 10/646,1 1 8, filed August 22, 2003 
Attorney Dockci No. 1 4366US()2 

Amendment dated December 1 1, 2007 ; 
In Response to Office Action mailed July 1 1 , 2007 I 

REMARKS I 

Claims 56-72 are pending. 

Claims 59-63 and 69-72 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over T ).S. 
Patent No. 4,857,716 ("Gombrich'O in view of U.S. Patcni No. 4,644,366 CScholz") in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 5,059,951 C*Kaltner^*). Applicants respectfully traverse Qic rejection as set forth 
below. 

Claim 60 recites, in part, **a wireless communications module comprising a tfansceiver'' 
and *'a connector arranged to releasably engage the communications module from tie terminal 
and to transrnit signals". 

According to the Office Action, the connector is allegedly the component identified as 1 20 
in FIG. 12 of Gombrich. 1 he wireless communications module comprises a traasceiver which is 
allegedly the Rf modem 124. The terminal is allegedly a pen/wand terminal 

However, claim 60 recites, in part, 'Ihe teiminal may be engaged by the comniumcations 
module thi'ough the connector without adjustment of the communications modjUe or the 
terminal". Accc»rding to the allegations of the Office Action, the pen/wand temiinal d Gombrich 
may be engaged by the wireless communications module (alleged to be the RF m<>dem 124) 
through the: component identified as 120 in FIG. 12 of Gombrich. The pen/ wand tjerminal of 
Gombrich is never engaged by the RF modem 124. It is a one-way path from ihei pen/wand 
terminal to the Z80 Processor and Memory 110 in FIG. 10. Thus, the penVand tjfrminal of 
Gombrich is never engaged by the RF modem 1 24. I 

As alleged, since neither Scholz nor Kaltner make up for at least the abovij teaching 
deficieiKies of Gombrich, it is respectfully submitted that the obviousness rejection jcannot be 

i 

maintained. i 

i 

In the Office Action at page 3, the Examiner alleges^ without any documentary support, that 
it would have been obvious to recognize that the connector indicated by number 120 in flG. 12 is 
removable. Cl?iim 60 recites, "a connector arranged to releasably engage the communications 
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U.S. Application No. 10/646,3 1 8, filed August 22, 2003 j 
Attorney Docket No. I43661JS02 ! 
Amendment dated December 1 1, 2007 

In Hespon.se to Office Action mailed July 1 1 , 2007 

i 

module from tlie terminal". In view of the teacliings of Gombrich, there is no reason for the 
component 120 in HG. 1 2 to releasable engage the RF modem 124 from the pen/wand tkminal. In 
the context of Gombrich, what possible pwpose (other than impemiissiblc hindsight) wpuld one of 
ordinary skill in the art make such a structural intenelationship as set forth in claim 60? lApplicants 
respectfully request that the Examiner provide docuincntaTy eN'idence in support of such an 
uncorroborated statement. It is respectfully requested that such a document make up for the 
teaching deficiencies (i.e., the silence) of Gombrich in the context of the teachings of Gombrich (as 
opposed to merely considering elements in a vacuum ^^ithout consideration of the other references 
or the claimed inventiotis). 

In addition, the Office Action notes with respect to Ka3tner that "although Kaltner's terminal 
communicates to a host using wired means 32. However, this can be replaced with wireless means 
well known in the art". Office Action at pages 5 and 7. 

Such logic is direct contradiction with the teachings of Kaltner. See, e.g., Kaltner at col. 7, 
lines 29-44 ("The matching circuit 10 communicates with the transceiver 12 of the cc^ntrol unit 
13 (remotely located) using a modified cable 32 which accommodates the signals which must be 

i 

transmitted between the matching circuit 10 and the transceiver 12 (for putpo<ais of deactivation) 
in addition to the signals which must be transmitted between tlie aun 25 and the! character 
decoder 6 of the hand held system (for purposes of reading bar code information), T6 this end, 
the wired connections extending between the matching circuit 10 and the transceiver 12 are 
configured ^is rwisted leads 34 (to avoid radio interference) in a common {and shield) cable 
together with the original wired connections extending between the gun 25 and the rcnjainder of 
the hand held system (agai n using twisted leads to avoid radio interference):') \ 

Thus, the Office Action is suggesting the very opposite of the teachings oi Kaltner. 
Accordingly, Kaltner cannot be properly combined with Gombrich and Scholz. ! 

It is therefore respectfully requested that the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § lp39a) be 
withdrawn with respect to claims 60-63. 
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Amendmeni dated December 1 1 , 2007 

In Response to Of3fice Action mailed July 1 1, 2007 

Claim 59 depends from claim 56. Claim 56 recites, in pari, some elements that ar^ tlie same 
or similar to the recited elemeiils of claim 60. Accordingly, the same or similar arguments made 
with respect to claim 60 are also made with respect to claim 59, if applicable. 

To expedite prosecution, some of the same or similar elements recited in claims 56 and 60 
are also recited in claim 69. Accordingly, the same or similar arguments made v^nth respect to claim 
60 are also made with respect to claim 69, if applicable. 

For at least the above reasons, it is lespectfiilly requested that the rejection under .35 U,S.C. 
§ 103(a) be withdra^^ with respect to claims 59-63 and 69-72. 

Claims 65-68 stand rejected under 35 US.C § 103(a) as being obvious over U.S. Patentee 
5,059,778 ("Zou2oulas'0 in \"iew of Gombrich, fiirther in view of Scholz, and still further jn view of 
Kaltner. Claim 64 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as bemg t)bv1ous over Gombrich in 
view of ZouzoLilas, Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection as set forth below. 

In view of the teacliing deficiencies of Gombrich as discussed above and since; claim 65 
recites $<:>me elements that the same or similar to the recited elements as set forth in claijm 60, the 
same or similai' arguments made with respect to claim 60 can be made with respect to cljiim 65, if 
applicable. 

For at least the above reasons, it is respectfully requested that the rejection under ^5 U.S.C. 
§ 1 03(a) be withdrawn with respect to claims 64-68, 

The Examiner objected to claims 56, 60 and 65 for noted informaUties. Applicnnts have 
amended cWimsi 56, 60 and 65 to correct issues related to antecedent bases. 

With respect to the allegation that claims 56 and 60 arc unclear with respect i to noted 
elements. Applicants mspectftilly disagree and respectfully submit that one of ordinary sljdll in the 
ait in intcipreting the claim as a whole would not find the recited elements unclear. 

It is thenefore respectfully requested that the objection be withdrawn! witii respect jto claims 
56, 60 and 65. 

Claim 64 stands rejeaed under 35 U.S.C, § 112, H 2. Clarification was requested. 
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Attorney Doc kct No, 1 43 66US02 
Amendmeni dated December 1 1, 2007 

In Response to Office Action luailed July 13, 2007 



Applicants have amended claim 64. It is therefore respectfully requested that the rejectidn under 35 
U.S.C. § 112, 2. be withdrawn wdiJi respect to claim 64. * 

Conclusinn 

I 

Applicams do not necessarily agree or disagree with the Examiner's characterixation of 
the documents made of record, cither alone or in combination, or the Examiner's characterization 
of recited claim elements. Furthennore. Applicants respectfully reserve the right to argue the 
characterization of the documents of record, either alone or in combination, to ar^ue what is 
allegedly well known, allegedly obvious or allegedly disclosed, or the characterization of the 
recited claim elements should that need arise in the future. 

With respect to the present application. Applicants hereby rescind any disclaimer of 
claim scope matle in the parent application or any predecessor or related application. The 
Examiner is advised that any previous disclaimer of claim scope, if any, and the alleged prior art 
that it was made to allegedly avoid, may need to be revisited. Nor should a disclaimer of claim 
scope, if any, in the present application be read back into any predecessor or related appjication. 

In view of at least the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the present application is 
ill condition for aJJowance. Should anything remain in order to place the pnsoat appljcation in 
condition for allowance, the Examiner is kindly invited to coxitact the undersigned at tlje below- 
listed telephone number. i 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees, to chargi any fee 
deficiencies or to credit any overpayments to the deposit account of McAndrews, j Held & 
Malloy, Account No. 13-0017. ' 

Date: December U. 2007 Respectfiilly submitted, | 

i 
I 



MichaeJ T. Cruz 
Reg. No. 44,636 
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McAMDREWS, HELD & MALLOY, LTC). 
500 West IVfadison Struct, Suite 3400 
Chicago, nit'nois 60661 
Telephone; (312)775-8000 
Facsimile: (312)775-8100 
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